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A CAL M and FAIR 


EXAMINATION 


or Tus. 

SIXTH ANSWER 

| IN THE 
Aſſemblies ſhorter Catechiſ. 2 


AM ſenſible cy Friends, it is a 
dangerous Attempt to Exumine, and 
much more ſo, to offer to Confute 
a received and long eſtabliſhed Doc- 

trine; It coſt the Sox of Gop his 
WVLLiife, and has coſt many of his A- 
poſtles and Miniſters theirs. 

Ver, blefſed be the good and kind Ruler of the 
Univerſe, He has, in almoſt every Age and Country, 
raiſed up ſome Men ob/#tinately Yirtuous, who, in 
the Face of all Diſcouragements, have appear'd to 
vindicate ſacred, eternal Truth, the beautiful Sim- 
2 of the Chriſtian Religion, the Liberty of 

hinking, and the Rights of Conſcience; and hath, 
in this laſt Age, given to their Endeavours great 
Succeſs, 

Wuanen St. Jerome undertook to reviſe the Bible, 
which had been long uſed in the Churches, and to 
ꝙa 2 publiſh 


( 4 ) 

publiſh a new Tranſlation; He thus writes about it 
to Damaſus Biſhop of Rome. 
« You exhort me to make a new Work out of 
an old One; and to fit as Judge over the Copies 
« of the Bible now diſperſed thro' the World. A 
* Pious Labour indeed; but a Dangerous Preſump- 
« tion, to teach old Men to change their Language, 
« and to bring back the Grey-headed World to 
« their Alphabet. For who 1s there amongſt the 
* Learned or Unlearned, when they ſhall take this 
« new Book into their Hands, and begin to read, 
« that will not raiſe a terrible Out-cry, and ex- 
« claim againſt me as a Forger of new Doctrines, 
« and a facrilegious Fellow, who dare venture to 
« add any thing to, change or correct ſc ancient 
cc and venerable Books.*” | 

Ver the frightful Ideas of Wrath and Clamour, 
Hatred and Contempt, Abuſe and ill Treatment 
which this learned and good Man foreſaw wou'd 
attend his Labours, did not diſcourage him from 


ſo uſeful an Undertaking. The Intereſts of Truth, 
and the good of Mankind out-weighed all other Con- 


ſiderations. | 

TERRE are few little Books which have been 
had in more eſteem, or been more uſed, amongſt Diſ- 
ſenters, than the Aſſemblies ſhorter Catechiſm; but 
whatever Regard 1s due to thoſe learned and pious 
Men, . who either drew it up, or approved it; 


— 


—_— 


* Novum opus me facere cogis ex veteri; ut poſt exemplaria 
Scripturarum toto orbe diſperſa, quaſi Arbiter ſedeam ; Pius 
Labor, fed periculoſa Præſumptio, Senis mutare Linguam, & 
caneſcentem jam mundum ad initia retrahere parvulorum. Quis 
enim Doctus pariter, vel indoctus, quum in manus Volumen a+ 
ſumpſerit, & a ſaliva quam ſeme] imbibit, viderit diſcrepare quod 
lectitat, non ſtatim erumpat in vocem, me falſarium, me clamitans 
eſſe Sacrilegum, qui audeam aliquid in Veteribus Libris addere, mu- 
tare, corrigere? 


Hieran. in Evang. ad 
Dama. Pref. 
doubtleſs 


- £58.) | 
doubtleſs 2 much greater Regard is due to Truth, 
to Jssus CuRISsT, to the Welfare of Poſterity. 

IT wou'd be a falſe Reverence to our Fathers, 
which wou'd lead us to deceive Mankind and im- 
poſe upon our Children. 

SEIN & then that Catechiſm is in almoſt all 
Hands, and the Body df Diſſenters Children learn 
it as a venerable Syſtem of Religious Truths, it 
wou'd be an Unwiſe and an Unrighteous Practiſe in 
Chriſtian Miniſters and Parents to teach it to their 
Children Blindfold, without examining whether the 
Things laid down there are agreeable to natural 
Truths, and to the Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt. 

I Hor therefore, an Examination, which is the 
Duty of every Man, who uſeth that Catechiſm, will 
not be condemn'd in Me; who enter upon the Pro- 
vince with due Reſpect to our excellent Forefathers, 
and with a ſincere Deſire to know the Truth, on 
1 ſide of the Queſtion ſoeyer it be found to 

ie. | 

THexs are ſeveral Anſon, ofpocially- in the 
former part of the Catechiſm, which it becometh e- 
very Miniſter, Father and Maſter to try by God's 
Word, before he can honeſtly and ſafely teach them 
to his Children; which Trial he ſhou'd make in 
Fear, leſt he ſhow'd inſpire them with the Belief of 
Falſhood and Error ; with confuſed, wrong and in- 
jurious Conceptions of God; and with unbeneyolent 
and partial Regards to Mankind. 

5 E Anſwer I now propoſe to conſider is the 
Sixth. 


* How many Perſons are there in the God- 
bead! 


Anſ. There are three Perſons in the Godbead, the 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt; and theſe Three 
are one God; the ſame in Subſtance, equal in Power 
and Glory. 


Trrs Anſwer containeth in it four diſtinct Pro- 


_ poſitions, which I ſhall take in their Order. 


I. PRO. 


I. PRO. There are three Perſons in the Godbead. 


By Godhead I ſuppoſe we are not to underftand 
any Being or Subſtance, whether Mater#/ or In- 
material, that is without Underſtanding, Liberty, 
active Power. 

Ir will ſcarce be allow'd that ſuch an infinite Sub- 
ſtance does exiſt; or, if it does exiſt, it will perhaps 
be granted, that it is a created, depending Subſtance 
_ Being; and can never come up to our Idea of 

od, 

Tu meaning of the Propoſition therefore is not, 

I. THAT there are three Perſons in that infi- 
nite Matter we call God. Nor, 4 

2. THERE are three Perſons in that infinite Spi- 
ritual, but unintelligent, unactive Subſtance we call 
God. For either of theſe Propoſitions wou'd real- 
ly make God a material Being; ſince we cannot, I 
think, have any Idea of a ſpiritual Subſtance or Be- 
ing, that is without Thought, Underitanding, Li- 
berty, Power. 

By Godhead then muſt be meant God Himſelf x, 
Now by Gon, when taken ſimply and alone, is al- 

ways meant God the Father, the one 
See Aſſem. Cat. living and true Cod; the Father of 
Queſt. and Ant, the Univerſe, the God and Father 
1 8 of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt; the Father 
of all Spirits; the Father of the Spirit of God. 

So that our Idea of GO p, is of a Being who 
hath exiſted abſolutely and neceſſarily of Himſelf, 
who hath all Perfection and all Dominion in or of 
Himſelf, underived and independent. Now take the 
Godhead for God himſelf, as we muſt do, it we take 


When St. Paul ſaith, Col. ii. g. In him dwelleth all the Fulneſi 
of the * Godhead bodily, He meaneth a Fulneſs of 

* Jeo7TyTos Perfection and Dominion from God the Father; accord- 
ing to Chap. i. 19. It pleaſed the Father that in him 

foou'd all Fulneſs dwell, 


it 


70 
it in any tolerable Senſe, the firſt Propoſition will 
ſtand thus. 

TrzxreE are three Perſons in that one infinite, 
ſelf-exiſtent Being, in that one infinite, ſelf-exiſtent 
Perſon we call God: that is, There are not three 
Perſons, but one Perſon only in our Idea of God. 
Fox, what is a Perſon, but an individual, intelli- 
gent, free, active Being or Subſtance. Is not God ſuch 
a Perſon, without Original, and with all Perfection? 
Now to ſay, there are three Perſons in this one God, 

or Godhead) is it not to fall into Dr. Waterland's 

undameatal Blunder and Contradiction, too low 
for a Scholar, and too mean for an honeſt Plowman, 
« That there are three individual, intelligent Agents 
4 or Beings, in one individual intelligent Agent or 
ce Being?” that is, There are three Perſons in one 
Perſon; that is, There are not three, but one; 
that is, one and not one; three and not three. 

I yore the Goſpel of Jesvs CHRIS᷑T is not charge- 
able with theſe, or any ſuch like Abſurdities.* 

Is God, the moſt ſimple Being. more compounded 
than any other intelligent Being? Is He the onl 
Perſon made up, of three Perſons? In all other Per- 
ſons is there, but one Underſtanding, one Will, one 
Power to Act; but in God are there three Under- 
ſtandings, three Wills, three Powers of Acting? 
Are there three of theſe in one God? No ſurely ; 
this can never be Goſpel Doctrine: Let no Chriſ- 
tian dare to father ſuch groſs Things upon Jeſus 
. Chriſt. We cannot any way more diſhonour Jeſus 
Chriſt, or more hurt his Goſpel, than by ſuppoſing 
that he hath revealed ſuch Impoſfſibilities. 

Bur who are theſe three Perſons, who make up 
that Godhead, or the one living and true God ? The 
Anſwer is, The Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghop. 

Wuzreas the Scriptures every where affirm 
(agreeably to the Voice of Nature and Reaſon) that 
the Father only, is the living and true God. That 

the Son is (not this one living and true God, but) 
the 


6 

the. Son of this one God; and the Holy Ghoſt is 
the Spirit of this one God. So that if Father, Son 
and Spirit make up our Idea of God; we really de- 
ſtroy the Being of the Son of God, and of the Spi- 
rit of God, leaving them nothing but an empty 
Name; ſeeing all poſſible Perfection and Dominion is 
in God the Father alone; to which Son and Spirit 
can make no Addition. 


II. Pxor. Theſe three are one God. 


Wuar are each of them the one living and true 


God; and yet do all three together make no more 


than the one living and true God? If*One be as 
much and as many, (as compleat an Idea of God) 
as all Threez why are Two more added? Again, 


If one by Himſelf, be the living and true God, then 


they who believe in One, namely in God the Father, 


do believe in all Three, becauſe all Three make go 


more than one God. 
To be more diſtin, 
1. Is by One God is meant the God and Father 


of all Things (as in Queſtion 2nd Anſwer 5th) then 


not theſe Three, but the Fir, of theſe three is the 
One God; the other two being begotten by, and 
muſt proceed from this One true God. | 
. Pr by One God, theſe Three are One God, is 
meant one Political Governor of the Univerſe, one 
in a Civil or Oiconomical Senſe; then the mean- 
ing of the Propoſition is, theſe Three, Father, Son, 


and Holy Ghoſt are Co-ordinate Kings and Govern- 
ours of the Univerſe, equally ſelf-exiſtent, underiv- 


ed, independent, equally Supreme (if the Contra- 
diction may be allowed) governing the Univerſe by 
Conſent and Agreement, that is, Theſe Three are 
not One, but Three Gods, in the higheſt Senſe of 

the word God. | 
Ax p then the Son is not the Son of God; nor 
the Spirit, the Spirit of God; But the Father is 
| as 
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as much derived from the Son, a3 the Son from the 
Father; that is, there is no Begetting, Proceeding 
or Derivation at all. And if indeed there be Three 
ſach neceſſarily exiſting Beings or Perſons (againſt all 
the Dictates of Reaſon, and all the Maxims of Re- 
liglon) there may be Three times Three. 

3. Bur if by, theſe Three are One God, is meant, 
That the Being, Life, Powers and Perfections of the 
Son and Spirit are all derived from the God and Fa- 
ther of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt; the one living and 
true God; And that becauſe the Son and Spirit ex- 
erciſe the Powers and Perfections of the Father com 

municated to them, all being derived from, and re- 
ferred up to one Head and Fountain; and are there? 
fore called One God; this is indeed good Scripture 
Divinity; but very badly exprefſed. And is it not 
pity a Doctrine delivered with ſo mach Plainneſs 
and Clearneſs in God's Word, ſhow'd in a Catechiſm 
for Chriſtian's Children, be ry» bo up in ſo much 
Darkneſs and Obſcurity? Had the Catechiſm kept 
to the Scriprnre Phraſe, I ord my Father are One, 
John x. 30. And Theſe Three are One. 1 John v. 7. 
Suppoſing that Text genuine; no Exception wou'd 
have been taken to the Phraſes, tho the Applica- 
tion of em might have been Jadged Wrong. The 
Father and Son always agree, or are One in a moral 
Senſe, for the Son ever doth what pleaſeth the Fa- 
ther. But to make them One in the natural, or phy- 
Neal Senſe, is either to deny the whole Being of the 
Son of God, or to deſtroy the firſt Idea and Princi- 


ple in Religion, the Being of One God. 


III. PR o p. Theſe Three Perſons, the Father, Son and 
| Holy Ghoft, ure the ſame in Subſtance. 


1. Tye meaning ſure is not that they were all 


made out of ſome pre-exiſting Subſtance ; then they 
muſt all haye a Maker. | 


B _ 
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2. IF the meaning be, they are all of one ſelf- 
exiſtent, underived Subſtance, this is to affirm, they 
are all three God, in the moſt high and abſolute 
Senſe of the Word; that is Three moſt high Gods. 
If they are all the ſame in Underſtanding, free, ac- 
tive Subſtance, this makes them all Three one Spi- 
rit, one Agent, one Perſon, one God. But then, 
where are the three Perſons, the three Agents, the 
three Conſcious Subſtances. 

3. Ir by, the ſame in Subfance is meant, that the 
Father begat his Son, and produced his Spirit out 
of his own Subſtance (as many think He did Angels 
and the Souls of Men) this may poſſibly be True, 
but where is it revealed? How came the Aſſem- 
bly to know it? or, how dare any affirm it, who are 
not able to prove it ? What Man, or what Aﬀem- 
bly of Men know any thing of the Subfance of God! 
And who will pretend to know any more of the Sub- 
ſtance of the Son or Spirit of God? Or, what doth 
it ſignify as to Piety, a good Life, and Acceptance 
with God, whether we believe the Son to be of the 
ſame Subſtance with God the Father, or of lite 
Subſtance; ſo long as we believe he is the expreſs 
Inage of the Father. 

Now why ſhow'd fo dubious, ſo dark and unin- 
telligible, and, for'ought we know, ſo falſe a Pro- 
poſition be made a Part of a Chriſtian Catechiſm 
for the Inſtruction of Children, who are to be fed 
with Mili, and not with frong Meat, ſuppoſing that 
frrong Meat was wholeſome and good? 

Wn will Men who know not the Subſtance of 
their own Souls, pretend to know ſo much of the 
Son, and of the Spirit of God, as to affirm they are 
the ſame in Subſtance with the Futher ® Are the 
ſure that begotten, derived and dependent Subſtance 
is the ſame with unbegotten, underived, and inde- 
pendent Subſtance ? 

Lr me add, 

i. Ir by, the ſame in Subſtance is meant of the 

ſame 


* 
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ſame numerical, individual Subſtance, then they be 
all Three, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt the ſame 
individual, numerical Perſon; and then inſtead of 
Three Perſons, we have only One Perſon. 

2. Ir by, the ſame in Subſtance, is meant, that 
theſe three Perſons are of the fame ſort and kind of 
Subſtance, or are ſpecifically the ſame ; This again ſets 
up Three Co-ordinate God's, equally ſelt-exiftent, 
Nay, I think, I may add, 

Ir they are the ſame in Subſtance, then the Son 
as much begot himſelf as the Father did; nor was 
the Spirit ſent by the Son, or did praceed from the 
Father any more than from himſelf. Again, 

Ir they are the ſame in Subſtance, then if one 
be worſhipped, all the Three are worſhipped ; for 
the whole Su/fance is, I ſuppoſe in each, if the 
whole Deity be in each. | 

Ax p then no Man can be charged with deny- 


ing, the Divinity of the Son, or with not paying 


him divine Worſhip, if he worſhip any one of the 
Three Perſous ſeeing, upon the Principles of the Ca- 
techiſm, they are all one and the fame Subſtance; the 


fame infinite, underived, intelligent, free, active 


Subſtance. 


IV. Pxore. Theſe three Perſons, Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoft, who are the ſame in Subſtance, are e- 
qual in Power and Glory. 


Wurar the ſame and yet equal Doth not the 
Idea of Indentity or ſameneſs deſtroy the Idea of 
Equality or Likeneſs? Sameneſs admits of no Di- 
verſity ( unleſs we mean ſpecifically the fame) and 


therefore of no Compariſon or Equality. 


I a w ſorry to ſee fo palpable a Contradiction re- 
main ſo long in a Chriſtian Catechiſm, 

Bur farther to ſhew the b of this Pro- 
poſition, Let me ask, Are Father, Son and Holy 


Ghoſt equally ſelf-exiſtent, uncauſed, independent? 
ts a. * Then 
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Then how cometh it that the Father is ſaid to give 
Life to the Son; to V him with all Fulneſs; to 
ſend him on Errands; to ſupport him in Pangers; 
to prefer him to Honours; to re- aſume the Ring- 
dom he had given him? 1 
Ix they are equal in Knowledge how cometh the 
Son of Man not to know the Day of Judgment ? 
Ir equal in Power, how cou'd the Son ſay, The 
« Father is greater than I? 
Ir equal in Glory, why doth the Son always de- 
clare that he ſought not his own, but his Fathers 
Glory; that he did not his own Will, but the Will 


of him who ſent him? 


ARE they equal in Glery, and yet is not all 
Workip due to the Son, made due by. Vertue of 
the Father's Will and Command? But dare any 
fay that worſhip is not due to God the Father un- 


leſs his Son, the Lord Jeſus, had commanded it? 


ARE they equal in Power and Glery, and yet is 
the Power and Glory of both Government and Judg 
ment wholly derived from the Father, and given to, 


or truſted with the Son? 


Ir indeed the Subfance of the Father, Son, and 


Holy Ghoſt is one and the ſame, their Powers and 


Glory are one and the ſame; and not equal. 

Bor if the Son and Spirit are really begotten and 
derived from the Father, can they be in any one re- 
ſpe& equal? Can a Being or Perſon wholly ot - 
ten and derived be equal to the unoriginated, felf- 
exiſtent Being who begot and produced him? It is 


. abſolutely impoſſible. 


I's not the Father, all that he is, of Himſelf e E 
not the Son, all that he is, of the Father © Is the 
Power and Glory of theſe equal? Is it equally Glo- 
rious to receive. Life, Being and Perfection, as to 
give them? Is he who cun do nothing of Himſelf, 


Ahead in Power to Him who can do every Thing of 
un . 


ſelf? Again, If the Father, Son and Spirit are 


equal; the Son might baye ſent the Father; o the 
. | pirit 
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A have ſent both But would net aflerting 


and many other like Conſequences of this Doc: | 


trine, be Language highly Blaſphemous againſt the 
God and Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt ; the in- 
viſible God, whom no Man hath ſeen, nor can fee. 
Now, as the late Learned Mr. Hickmay * ſays 


of Calviniſm, © If Calviniſm be Truth, it will be 


« Truth, tho' it had never found Entertainment in 


'« the Church of E- d. If Calviniſm be Error, 


« it will be Error, tho all the Churches of x4 
« be for it.” 

So may I ſay of the Doctrine delivered in this 
Anſwer of the Catechiſm; if it be Truth, it will be 
ſo, tho? no Proteſtant Church ſhou'd receive it; if 
it be Error, it will be Error, tho* all Proteſtant 
Churches, and all Aſſemblies of Divines ſhou'd re- 
ceive it. For the Opinions and Votes of Councils, 
Synpds, and Conyocations cannot alter the immu- 
table Nature of Truth and Error. 

A x p ſeeing by this ſhort, but I hope, fair Ex- 
amination, it appears that there is fo much Dark- 
neſs and Confuſion, if not Abſurdity and Error in 
this Anſwer to the ſixth Queſtion in the Catechifm ; 
ought Miniſters and Parents to go on to. teach their 
Children ſo unſound a form of Words, out of pure 
Reyerence to the Compilers, who were but lately 
come out of Popery, and had not Time to free ali 
the Scripture Doc octrines from the Darkneſs and 
Abſurdities in which they had been involved during 
the Reign of the Prieſts. | 

TE Scripture Doctrine of the Trinity, or of 
the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, is a. noble and im- 

rtant Doctrine; but then it is alſo, blefſed be 
z0d, a plain, a very plain one; ſo plain that Plow- 
men, Children and Servants may eaſily underſtand 


it, as far as is any way neceſſary to their Duty, Com- 


fort and Happineſs. 


1 5 nr 


* Anſwer to Dr. Heylin. page 217. 
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Tnar there is Ons Gop, even the Father; and 


One Lox Jesus, by whom God made the Worlds, 


by whom he governs them; by whom he hath re- 
deemed Men, and by whom he will judge them : 
That the Spixir of the Father and the Son is 
ready to aſſiſt us in all Duty, and to give us all need- 
ful Comfort, by and thro! the Holy Scripture, which 


Men of God ſpoke as they were moved by the Ho- 


ly Ghoſt. 1 Cor. viii. 6. chap. xii. 4, 5, 6. This 
Faith in God, in Jeſus Chriſt, and in the Holy Ghoſt, 
if it. produce a Holy Life, is I hope, enough to qua- 
lify a Chriſtian for Acceptance with God. He who 
inſiſts upon more, as Fundamental and neceſſary to 
all Chriſtians, diſcovers I think great weakneſs of 
Head; or what is much worſe, a diſboneft Heart. 

THERE are, I acknowledge, a few Texts of Scrip- 
ture, which in our Tranſlation, have ſome aptneſs 
to lead the. Engliſpb Reader into thoſe inconſiſtent 
Notions which have been-entertain'd a long Time 
in the Chriſtian World : But no Text of Scripture 
is ſo to be expounded ao eo overthrow the great 
Principles of natural Religion, or ſo as to contradict 
the whole Stream of the Goſpel, or ſo as to be in- 
conſiſtent with the Context, and with other plain 
and undiſputed Texts. 955 

Qx x chief Text is * i. 1 — The Word was 
God, or was 4 God, a divine Perſon, the Image of 
the Father. Not the ſame Perſon with whom he 
was, for then he wou'd be the Father, not the Son: 
nor another Perſon equally ſelf-exiftent with him, 
with whom he was; for then there wou'd be two 
Geds in the higheſt Senſe. But a Perſon derived 
from, or begotten by God the Father ; who having di- 
vine Perfections and Dominion communicated from 
the Father, is therefore called God, or a God. 

Ix Caſe Jeſus Chriſt was the one living and true 
God, what need wou'd there be for St. ow in this 
Chap. or for St. Paul in Heb. i. to take Pains to 
prove his ſuperiority to Angels, or his other Dig- 
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nities? It wou'd be very abſur'd to attempt it, . af- 
ter he had affirm'd he was true God; if hereby he 
meant the underived, ſelf-exiſtent Governor of the 
Uniyerſe: As abſurd as to take Pains to prove 
George II. to be ſuperior to Conſtables, Juſtices of 
the Peace, Judges and Miniſters of State, after an 


Author had allowed he was King of Great Britain. 


A ſecond Text is Rom. ix. 5.——Of whom as con- 
cerning the Fleſh Chriſt came, who is over all, God 
bleſſed for ever, Amen. Which many Criticks chooſe 
to render, God, who is over all, be bleſſed for ever: 
or, who is over all, God be bleſſed for ever. 

Bur ſeeing Jeſus Chriſt is in fact, Lord and God 
over all, (except oyer Him, who put all Things un- 
der him) by the Father's Gift and Appointment, 
we may take it as our Tranſlators have render'd it. 

A third Text is Phil. ii. 6. Who being in the form 
of God, thought it not Robbery to be equal with God. 

ALL learned Criticks gave up this Text as wrong 
tranſlated; and as conveying a Senſe contradicto 


to Reaſon or natural Religion, to the whole Cur- 
rent of the Goſpel, and to the Deſign of its being 


publiſhed, and to the Nature and End of the Con- 
text. They generally agree it ſhou'd be render'd, 
« Tho' he was in a divine Form, he did not affect, 
tc or eagerly deſire to retain and appear in that Form 
cc on Earth, but choſe the form of a Servant ;” and 
on this Account 1s properly propounded as a Pattern 
of Humility. 

Ou x blefſed Lord never acted, at this Rate, ne- 
yer talk'd in this Manner, as if he thought Himſelf 
equal to God his Father. Had he, been equal, he 
had been not the Son of God, but another God. 

A fourth Text is 1 2 v. 20. — his is the true 
God, and eternal Life. The Context, namely the 
former Part of this Verſe, and Yerſe 21. lead us to 
read it, This is the true God, namely, the Father 


taught us by his Son; or, this Knowledge of the 


true God, taught us by the Son, is the way to eter- 
nal 
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nal Life, As Idols ver. 21. is put for the worſhip 
vf Idols; To God, ſeems here to be put for tht Know- 
ſedge, Worſhip, or Religion of God. 

A fifth Text is Rev. i. 8. 1 am Alpha and Omegd. 
' the Beginning and thi Ending, ſaith the Lord; who is, 
und who Was, and who- is to come, the Ainigbty. 
This Verſe is certainly a Deſcription of God the Fa- 
ther, who gave to Jeſus Chriſt this Revelation, b. 1. 
and who in ver. 4. is deſcribed by ſome of the ſame 
Characters, Him who is, who was, and who is to 
rome: and to whom the Greek Character render'd 
Almighty, always belongeth; as in the firſt Article 
of our Creed, I believe in God the Father, Almighty, 
Yet it muſt be allow'd that in ver. 11, 17, 18. ſome 
of the ſame and like Characters are given to Jeſus 
Chriſt, as he was the Expreſs Image of the Father, 
and acted in his Name and ftead. 

Tabs theſe, and in like Manner, other Texts 
. Admit of an eaſy and fair Reconciliation with the 
Goſpel Account of the Son of God's Derivation from 
and Dependance upon his God and his Father. 

_ Uyvox the whole, does it not deſerye to be con- 
ſider'd, 

1. Wurr fin it be wiſe, and juſt, and kind to 
teach Children ſuch unintelligible (if not Contradic- 
tory) Propoſitions, as venerable Scripture Doctrines? 

2. WHETHER it be not ſtill worſe to make ſuch 
Propoſitions (ſo dark and obſcure, if not abſurd and 
erroneous) Fundamental Artieles of Faith ? 

3. Wü n THERA Reverence to the Names of great 
and good Men ſhou'd be any Motive at all for a- 
dopting their Miſtakes, and receiving as Truth, their 
Dictates; tho? when examitr'd by the Principles of 
natural Religion; and the whole Tenor of the Goſ- 
pel, thoſe Dictates appear wrong? 

+ Wu THEIR any Man ought to be blamed, as 
proud, immodeſt or unpeaceable, who in 4 fair man- 
ner, and with a Chriſtian Temper, enters upon the 
Examination of this and other Points, which have 
n 


' 0 #7 3 
been implicitly received? Why ſhou'd we be afraid 
of Light, when offered by a kind and friendly Hand? 
Or, is it better to go on in the Dark, then bear a 
- little Pain by the Rays of Light? 
c. WHETHER, therefore, thoſe Miniſters and 
private Chriſtians are not highly Unjuſt and Uncha- 
ritable, who do cenſure and blame; much more who 
treat with ill Manners and odious Names, their Bre- 
thren and Fellow Chriſtians, only becauſe they 
doubt of, disbelieve, by Reaſon and Scripture op- 
oſe and confute Propoſitions, which have nothing 
4 bur a little Antiquity, or perhaps a blind Venera- 
tion to recommend them? And, | 
. 6. Wurr HEN Eifays to amend and correct a 
Catechiſm ſo univerſally taught amongſt Diſſenters, 


* . 
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as an Inſtrument of Education and Inſtruction, ought 


to be treated with Rudeneſs and ill Language? or 
with Candour, Coolneſs and Impartiality? | 

Fox my Part, I can't but think that all Attempts 
made in 2 modeſt, calm and rational Manner, to rec- 
tif prevailing Errors, to clear up ſcripture Truths, 
and inform Mankind, ſhou'd be received with Re- 


- ſpect, the Authors incouraged, and their Labours 


conſidered with a Diſpaſſionate Mind. 

Tus is only doing common Fuftice to the Learn- 
ed, the Inquiſitive and Diligent, to Poſterity, and 
to our ſelves. No other Treatment becometh Wiſe- 
men and Chriſtians, And I ſtand amazed to ſee ra- 
tional Creatures, and ſtill more, to ſee PRoTE5TANT 
DissENTERS, thoſe peaceable, harmleſs, inoffenſive 
People, grow Angry, and ſome of them even Out- 
ragious againſt their own Brethern, for no other 
Crime in the World, but offering them a little 
friendly Light. 

Tus Athanaſian Creed I meddle. not with, I own 
it to be more out of my Province; but I hope the 
Iime is haſtening on, when the Church of England 
Liturgy will be freed from ſo ſcandalous a Piece. 
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